Mar 13-06 10*2 22a Bill & Mary Lou Inc- 



415-397-6056 



Appl. No 10/688,571 

Amendment dated March 13, 2006 

Reply to office actiwi of December 21 , 2005 

Remarks/Arguments 

In the Office Action it is noted in item 3 that Claims 1-31 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 12 
second paragraph as being indefinite for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the 
subject matter which applicant regards as the invention. In particular the Examiner noted the 
phrase *the display material" renders the claims(s) indefinite because the phase lacks antecedent 
basis. 

Applicant amends independent Claims 2, 3, and 13 to consistently refer to photograph or card 
display material as the item displayed in applicant's invention with appropriate antecedent basis. 

In the office action it is noted in item 4 that Claim 1 and Claim 12 are unclear if the claim 
includes the photograph or card in combination with the display device. Applicant respectfully 
notes that all limitations of all the claims refer to the device, or the sizing of the device that is 
related to the known dimension of the photograph or card display material. The photograph or 
card display material is not a limitation in any claim, rather the photograph or card display 
material known dimension is used to claim a limitation of the display device that the sizing of the 
display device tabs be closer together than this dimension so the display device may display the 
photograph or card display material in a curved position. 

In the Office Action it is noted in item 5 that Claim 31 is indefinite because both means phrases 
appear to describe the same structure. Applicant respectfully cancels Claim 3 1 . 

Applicant believes the claims have been amended such that the claims particularly point out and 
distinctly claim the subject matter which applicant regards as the invention. The rejections under 
35 U.S.C. 1 12 second paragraph are therefore respectfully requested to be removed. 

In item 7 the Office Action noted that Claim 31 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being 
anticipated by U.S. Patent 2,532,132 (Vogel). Applicant has canceled Claim 31, so this rejection 
is moot 

In the Office Action, items 9-14, Claims 1, 4, 5, 7, 10, 1 1, 12, 14, 15, 1 7, 20, and 21 are rejected 
under 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) as being unpatentable over Noel, U.S. Patent 2,873,545 in view of Vogel, 
U.S. Patent 2,532,132. In response, applicant has amended claim 2 to include the limitations of 
claim 1, therefore since Claim 2 was indicated as allowable (in item 15 of the Office Action) if it 
included all limitations of Claim L the amended independent Claim 2 is now allowable. Claims 
4, 5, 7, 10, and 22 are dependent on now allowable Claim 2, and therefore are now allowable 
dependant claims. Claims 1 1, 12, 14, 15, 17, 20 and 21 are canceled. 

In the Office Action, item 15, Claims 2, 3, 6, 8, 9, 13, 16, 18, 19, 22-30 are objected to as being 
dependent upon a rejected base claim. Claim 2 is amended as noted in this paper, above. Claim 3 
has been amended to include the limitations of canceled claim 1 and therefore is now an 
allowable independent claim. Claims 6, 8, and 9 have been amended to be dependent on now 
allowable claim 3 and therefore are now allowable dependant claims. Claim 13 has been 
amended to incorporate the limitations of canceled Claim 1 1 and therefore is now an allowable 
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claim 13 and therefore are now allowable dependant claims. Claims 24, 25, 27, and 30 were 
dependant on Claim 2 but are now canceled as they are similar to allowable Claims 4, 5, 7, and 
10. Claims 26, 28, and 29 are dependant on now allowable Claim 2 and therefore are now 
allowable dependant claims. 

Previously the application contained 3 1 claims, 3 independent and 28 dependant. Presently the 
application contains 18 claims, 3 independent and 15 dependant 

Applicant respectfully submits that the claims, as amended, salisly all the examiners objections. 
It is the applicant's intention that this amendment places the application in condition for 
allowance as indicated by the OfBce Action, and that action is earnestly solicited. 

Respectfully submitted. 



William Keyworth 
Reg, No 47704 
Tel; 415-397-8056 
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